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About the turn of the millennium, when | was new to the Internet, | 
received an e-mail from a stranger. She was trying to find out 
something about her uncle, | think he was. All she knew was the 
name, Frank Britton. 


He had been the secretary of the Electoral Reform Society. He was 
also in charge of their Ballot Services (since sold-off). He supervised 
so many elections, that he discovered a simplification of the 
proportional count, called the Droop quota. This is used by returning 
officers counting elections by the single transferable vote. 


Most accounts of STV have not learned of this slightly simpler version 
of the Droop quota. | explained it on my website, and it may have 
been this reference to Frank Britton, discovered by search engine. 


Frank had died less than two decades ago. Yet so little was known of 
him, that his very existence was the subject of a genealogy enquiry. -- 
And by his niece, no less, if | remember correctly. Tracing the web of 

ones ancestors was already a preoccupation of the World Wide Web. 


| directed the relative to the Electoral Reform Society, which was 
bound to have staff, that would still remember him. 


| also told her that | had quite a correspondence with Frank. Most of it 
follows this preface. Evidently, like his famous counterpart, the society 
director, Enid Lakeman, he was not survived by a family of his own. 


This independence of both reformers from family responsibilities was 
no doubt why they were taking on a public responsibility. They 
couldn't have done it otherwise. | was in similar state. Much the same 
applied to me. This may be why Frank was a friend to me. 


We didn’t have a phone, and | called the Society from a public phone 
box. Frank answered, asking if | was in London. | only heard him 
once, but took an immediate liking to him, as an obviously warm- 
hearted man. Lacking family may have left him friendship to spare. | 
didn’t guess that, till his relative contacted me. And | don't think | 
realised that family, or not, one still needs friends. This, | guess, came 
naturally to Frank. 


The pen friendship was a prelude to an other friendship, a few years 
later, and only an hours bus ride away. But that distance alone was 
enough to encourage a prolific correspondence from my new friend. It 
has been the subject of a book, "Echoes Of A Friend. Letters from 
Dorothy Cowlin..." By coincidence, searching thru my letters from 
Frank, | came across three early letters from Dorothy, not previously 
included in "Echoes..." 


That was when she thought | was Mr Lund, or posted me as living in 
another street. During that start of our friendship, Dorothy visited the 
local newspaper office, to deliver her weekly article. Then she came 
down the street to visit me. For, Dorothy had been a recognised 
novelist. This gave her an entry into journalism. Dorothy once said to 
me, that she wished she had been a journalist. Her real achievements 
were her poems, for which she received some limited recognition, in 
her lifetime. Dorothy didn't believe it mattered what recognition you 
received, after your life. 


The Electoral Reform Society literature mentions that Major Britton 
was a Career soldier, who took early retirement, before administrative 
servitude to reform, some twenty years. One of his letters says: | envy 
you the time you have to think. 


The truth, he shares with me, about election method, is still the truth. | 
still appreciate disputes and disagreements, that mattered so much to 
me, as a young man. Being in my seventies, as old now, as Frank 
was then, | am more detached. And don't care to discuss old 
controversies. Rather, | prepare to leave life, whether or not to another 
existence. 


In one of the extant letters, Frank tells of falling ill for the first time, and 
guesses rightly that it won't be the last. Before long, he reports he is 
“fading fast.” His last letter (not extant) was from a hospital bed. | had 
offered to co-edit with him a pamphlet of “The Disease Of 
Parliaments” by HG Wells. | remember him saying he was “sorely 
tempted.” 


(| have edited e-books by both HG Wells and Enid Lakeman, on 
electoral reform.) 


We were both Wells fans, evident from one of the following letters. 
“Bealby” was perhaps his favorite. The worst thing about it is that it 
was cut short, so that Wells could get on with “The Research 
Magnificent,” an unusually dull book, for him, in sharp contrast to 
"Bealby". Perhaps, it is the difference between a story of what the 
author knows and a story of what he does not know. 


Talking about another existence, my youth was another existence, to 
that of my old-age. Our society was a different world to the present 
day, which itself has a fleeting quality of existence about it, in a world 
of accelerating change. Or, as HG Wells famously put it: Civilisation is 
a race between education and catastrophe. 


In those days, the General Post Office and the local Press were 
housed side-by-side, in architectural distinction, with a touch of 
polished granite solidity. Their semi-residential street was like the 
backbone and brain stem of the town. This was where you received 
and sent intelligence and information. More serious stuff was a couple 
of streets down, at the modest but useful public library. 


The Post brought, as its highlights, letters and literature, from the 
secretary of the Electoral Reform Society. The Press, for me, was the 
letters section of the local daily. 


In 1971, just left social science at college, | read "Men Like Gods" by 
the heretical HG Wells. | disbelieved his prophecy that everyone 
would be allowed to publish. And | was not much impressed by the 
book. Re-reading it, in my old-age, | thought the worst thing about it 
was the title. 


This present text, in electronic format, relives that little world of Post 
and Press, a toy world, exemplified in the next two sections: Letters of 
Frank Britton; followed by images of my letters to the local newspaper. 


Letters from Frank Britton 
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24 June 1976 
Dear Mr Lung 


Your letter of the 22 inst has been duly received. | seem to recognise 
the name “Political Freedom Movement”. Is this the thing which has 
among its prominent members Air Vice Marshal Bennett? If so, then 


they have evolved some freakish voting system quite inconsistent with 
the features of STV, but if | am mistaken and they do support STV, 
then we would cooperate with them — about this one matter. 


There are many other political reforms needed in this country but we 
have no time for anything but STV, our resources being limited. If we 
became involved with questions like abolition of party whips, selection 
of party candidates etc etc it would be to the detriment of our work for 
STV. 


Therefore we are a one-aim society and that is all to which our 
members are committed. The only mergers we could contemplate 
would be with some other non-party Society (and we know of none) 
which also has its sole aim the promotion of STV. 


Yours sincerely 
Frank Britton 


Executive Secretary 


[Editor note: The ERS has since been turned into a general society, 
rather than the special STV society its constitution intended. Veteran 
STV reformer, Anthony Tuffin was driven to resign from the board, for 
this reason. 


As discussed by David Smith, the Society was captured by supporters 
of the Jenkins report for an election system called AV Top-up (AV+) an 
Additional Member System (AMS) variant. The Society voted whether 
to support AV+, which won, by a small margin. In the event, Labour 
did not hold its promised referendum on electoral reform. AV+ was 
criticised by its own expert advisors, and used nowhere in the world. It 
was such a bad system, that a referndum would have been a fiasco. 


AV+ was such a bad system, because, as Roy Jenkins told Paddy 
Ashdown, privately Prime Minister "Blair would not give us single 
transferable vote (STV)." The Ashdown Diaies 1997 -9.] 


8 Feb 77. 
Dear Mr. Lung, 


Your letter of 26 Jan, and enclosure, were not things to be replied to 
hastily! | have read them thro’ more than once, and can only admire 
your penetrative thought and analysis. | also envy you the time you 
can give to just ‘thinking’! So reading stuff like yours brings to the front 
of my mind things that have probably been struggling to get there fora 
long time. 


First, thank you for generous donation. Receipt enclosed. Every 
penny will be well spent! In Scotland we recently spent getting on for 
£1000 on quarter-page publicity in ‘Scotsman’, Glasgow Herald, 
Scottish Express, and an Aberdeen paper. So everything helps, as 
expenditure like this is normally out of the question. But it was felt that 
something ‘special’was called for at this critical stage. Now we foresee 
thrilling developments in the Lords about STV for Scotland — if the Bill 
ever reaches there! 


Second, | send some publications — all up-to-the-minute and | believe 
interesting to you. As regards the proposals of the Macintosh 
amendment, we had to brief MPs impartially. The Lib. Official 
amendment never got called, tho’ something may be heard of it on the 
Report stage. It is, of course, specifically STV and might get far fewer 
than the 60-odd votes for the M. Proposals. You will see from page 4. 
of Representation that we come down firmly against AMS. If 
introduced it would put back the cause of true reform for perhaps a 
generation. 


What | personally am stressing is that STV is not just one of a string of 
miscellaneous PR methods. It is fundamentally different from anything 
else (except AV in single-member bits). | try just to say ‘STV’. Then, if 


countered by ‘Is that PR?’ | say, STV gives a result proportional of 
personal opinions about individuals. Altho’, where so far used, results 
have tended to give ‘parties’ seats closely proportional to their first 
pref votes, this is NOT what STV aims at. One must be honest to the 
parties! STV guarantees them only: — If a candidate bearing your label 
gets a Quota at the First Count he is elected. However big a surplus, 
and however substantial the votes of your other not so far elected 
candidates, there is no guarantee that your party will get even one 
more seat. It all depends on how voters have expressed their 
alternatives. The second (negative) guarantee is that if someone you 
are trying to defeat is, at an appropriate stage, bottom of the poll, he 
will be irrevocably struck-out. And if it is one of ‘yours’ at the foot, he 
will be struck out. 


The philosophical horror of AMS, to me, and of all PR list methods, is 
that once an individual picks on a man, an individual, who happens to 
be of a particular party, then from then forward that voter is reckoned 
as adding to a total of inalienable party votes, with no opinion about 
anything except Party v. the others. 


Northern Ireland. 


You are quite right in your diagnosis, | think, that a main reason for the 
Unionists backing out of ‘consensus’ progress was that they 
instinctively felt that our hearts weren't in it, because of our own GB 
persistence with confrontation politics. 


The turning point, surely, was the 1974 GE, when the Unionists won 
10 (or was it 11) of the 12 N.I. in Westminster — whereas under STV 
they would have had seven at most. They said ‘So much for the 
alleged underlying move for consensus!’ ‘The country is solidly behind 
us — look, 11 out of 12!’. ‘Why should we give another thought to 
taking any notice of the views of one-twelfth’? That horror is surely, 


Mr. Lung, paralleled in some of our 100% one-party local authorities. 
The ‘bosses’ get so that they really think that they have 100% support! 


General. 


| can’t stop for more now, | fear. But watch for Europe. Eire has 
decided to elect its 13 (is it?) By STV tho’ the scheme has not yet 
been revealed. | expect there will be three 3’s and a 4. FF, | hear, 
started a hare for a national poll voting for a Party — no candidates 
names on the paper — the 13 to be then split up — i.e. exact list 
system. But FG would have no part of it. Nor Lab, as far as we know. 
But | am always a bit nervous about Lab. support for STV in Eire. 
They there are so much a ‘delegate’party, distrusting the individual 
voter/member, that | Know that in high quarters in the Party there is a 
secret hankering for ‘List’ so that the Machine could pick the men, 
after the voting. 


Please read the stuff. We really are trying. | think we are the only org. 
which had really thought the whole thing thro’, which has a coherent 
philosophy, and which tells the same story all the time without 
considerations of expediency. 


Yours sincerely, 


Frank Britton 


Mon 16 January 1978. Confidential. From Frank Britton. 
The 


ELECTORAL REFORM SOCIETY 


Dear Mr Lung, 


Thankyou! The Council will, | Know, welcome your application for 
membership, accompanied by a more than sufficient remittance. The 
sub. is, at the moment, £2 min. With six mailings a year, and for 
copies of Representation, every member at this price is a money loss. 
A fair number realise this and voluntarily give us more — many the £5 
you have fixed on. But the Council is about to report that this 
subsidising cannot go on, and an increase for everybody up to £5 (or 
at least £4) is almost certain. (Of course, my Ballot Services dept. 
makes profits from client-organisations but we are trying to build up 
from them a fund to pay for modernisation of at least parts of our 
Victorian building (on longish lease). 


| am resuming study of all your thinking. It is a fascination to me! | only 
wish | had more time! 


All | can add at the moment is a word about the affairs of the S. S. S. 
It is true that we are very, very busy but | have not yet come to the 
point of turning away business on that score. To state, as has been 
done to you, (and presumably to all your fellow-members of SSS) that 
we were ‘too busy’ is just untrue and is, | fear, just a cover-up by 
officers who did not like to give the true reason. | got to a point, after 
being driven half-crazy by conflicting instructions from different 
officers (three, at least), when | had to put all the papers in a large 
envelope to The Chairman with a note — ‘I can have nothing further to 


do with your electoral affairs’. Knowing that their actions were 
indefensible, there was no ‘come back’. This is to you, to put the 
record straight. | am indifferent to their opinion and hope never to 
have the embarrassment of having to decline a renewed application — 
as | unhesitatingly would. 


Yours sincerely, 


Frank B. 


(R. L. — All the references to Bermuda are, of course, most strictly 
confidential till they ‘break’ to the media). 


20 Jan ‘79 
Dear Mr Lung, 


the spirit of what little | can say now (en route to Heathrow) is, | hope, 
contained in the wire | have sent. 


Innumerable time over the weeks | have grabbed your file and said to 
myself “I must try to grasp all this, and reply” but | am most untutored 
mathematically, (a youth misspent on the classics?) And it is hard 


going! 


| shall be reading it all on the ‘plane to change the electoral system 
(with local agreement, of course) to STV and it will be my job to 
convert the two parties — United Bermuda and Progressive Labour 
(largely coloured). Wish me luck! It is as big a job as my long — and 
now fading, at 73 — life has brought me. And a recognition of the 
standing of ERS? 


Frank Britton. 


(Stamped) 21 Jan. 79 


TELEGRAMS LEEDS 


FR27 HC74 1705 20TH LONDON T SW 38 


PLEASE TRY FORGIVE NEGLECT STOP MEA MAXIMA CULPA 
STOP BOOK PACKETS POSTED REACH YOU TUESDAY STOP 
BRIEF LETTER ALSO COMMONWEALTH OFFICE ELECTORAL 
ASSIGNMENT MEANS ABROAD 21ST TO 28TH STOP FULL 
LETTER ON RETURN = BRITTON 


From Frank Britton. 


21 Sep 79. 
Dear Richard, 


Robert Newland has been in touch with me about the letter which you 
have written to him. | have dug out all your carefully-preserved 
treatises to me, and passed them over. 


| keep this note short till | hear from you. What | want to say is that | 
am filled with shame at my neglect of you. My only excuse is that for 
15 years here | have always been under stress and chronically 
overworked — whereas by temperament | am a contemplative 
philosopher! So you can imagine my frustration. 


Now, Richard, without you going over the whole grizzly business with 
Robert — to whom | have made a more or less clean breast — are you 
prepared to generously let bygones be bygones and let me sit down 
to a letter intended to be adequate to the situation? It may help if | tell 
you what | ought to have said a year ago — that | am a long-standing 
member of the HG Wells Society and was not unaware of his electoral 
views — tho’ | have never seen the text. | would be most grateful for a 


copy. 


In Wells | treasure most his blisteringly clear view of social and 
political conditions. | can’t keep up with the scientific stuff. Most 
precious to me are ‘Mr Parham’, ‘Mr Britling’, ‘Mr Polly’, ‘Mr 
Lewisham’, and — above all, and largely ignored even by the 
cognoscenti — ‘Bealby’. | wrote a play for radio based on ‘Bealby’ but 
no one was interested. | myself (| am now nearly 74) once met H.G. 
for a minute because | was (and am) a Fabian, and used in the late 


twenties, as a young city clerk, to go to the Kingsway Hall Lectures. 
There Wells — among others — lectured, as a Fabian. (Didn't he resign 
in the end?). | also heard and met GBS, Sidney Webb and Graham 
Wallas — tho' memory is blurred about the last-named. 


Please let me down lightly — and keep it all just between the two of us. 
Yours sincerely, 


Frank 


28 sept 79 


Dear Richard, 
You are a paragon of forebearance. 


May | trespass on it yet again, by tabulating? 


1. Your letter received. Thank you very much for the Wells, etc. 
papers. 


Quite fascinating! Please send me a bill for all the photo-copying 
involved. 


2. Papers for Robert N. Promptly sent to him, so as to ‘catch up’ 
before he got too deeply into the earlier papers which you — no one 
else describe as immature. He has confirmed having received. 


3. | will send answers to all other points as and when | am able. 


4. Greatly intruding, | must admit to great curiosity as to your 
profession. Are you a Statistician, or in industry, or a lecturer, or 
consultant on technical matters with a mathematical slant? Robert 
says he know you have university degrees. 


Your sincerely, 


Frank B. 


15 Nov. 80. 
Dear Richard, 


Just back (on half-pressure basis) after a bout of bronchitis — a thing | 
have never had before. In fact, | used to boast ‘Il am never ill’ but | 
shall, with advancing years, having to start singing a different tune! 


Receipt herewith for postal order for 1980. 
Thank you very much! 


| can’t think where ‘your’ mailing about 1979 AGM got to. Here are 
some papers to move towards bringing you up to date. Very soon we 
shall be planning this year! Naturally, with over 1000 to send out, the 
odd one goes astray, but the work is very carefully done and | assure 
you that the number failing to get notification was very tiny. Pity my 
good friend had to be one! 


| will talk to Robert and others about the other point you raise, soon as 
the desk looks a bit clearer! 


Your sincerely, 


Frank B. 


Letter from Enid Lakeman. 
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21st March 1980 
Dear Mr Lung, 


Lest you think | am ignoring your letter, | will deal quickly with some of 
your points. Reading your enclosure and giving it proper consideration 
will have to wait. 


[Two addresses given to regional branches, that didn't take off.] 


| sent two letters [to our local paper] in April 1974 (one known to have 
been published) and one in February 1977. Time does not permit me 
at present to search for the copies. 


We get fairly frequent invitations from Young Socialists and Young 
Conservatives, but hardly any from their elders. Have you tried to 
think why you were so much more successful with the one than the 
other? Did you in each case adapt your approach to their particular 
interests? Did you give either group too much mathematics? For most 
audiences it is essential to stick closely to first principles — along the 
lines of the enclosed leaflet. The most conservative audience | ever 
addressed was a Fabian Society, but the youngsters are not usually 
like that. 


That Hansard Society committee did a lot of harm; we have to devote 
an inordinate amount of effort to stressing that the mis-representation 
of parties is only half the objection to the present system. At least as 
important is what STV alone gives — the reflection of public opinion on 
such things as personalities, right and left wings of parties, groups 


that cut across party lines, whether Party A should ally itself with Party 
B or Party C or neither. People are also much concerned about 
“adversary politics” and we shall not get very far away from that with 
an electoral system that compels the electorate to vote as if he 
thought one candidate (or one-party) was perfect and all the rest 
rubbish. 


If | may advise, | suggest that when you next speak on the subject you 
should stress that aspect of the matter and not so much the 
representation of parties. 


I’m afraid | see no prospect of including in REPRESENTATION 
anything as long as your article. 


Yours sincerely, 


Enid Lakeman 
Director 


PS. No, I’m sure there has been no other use of STV in Italy. 


To officers of the Electoral Reform Society 
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5th Jan.1983 


In answer to your circular of Dec '82, the ERS constitution says that 
we must promote STV and not any other system, such as a regional 
list count with party-restricted preference voting or without it. 
Moreover the constitution happens to be right and you happen to be 
wrong, because only by sticking up for freely transferable voting (what 
Newland vaguely calls "full STV") as the Australian Liberal Mr Ren 
Degaris had the guts to do, do we stand on the truly democratic 
principle of national community in individual liberty. 


Once when | suggested to Frank Britton that we might try to settle for 
just preference voting at first, he said, we don't give in to expediency, 
we support STV. Frank's reply | accepted and his reply is now my 
reply to you: no adulterated STV system with partisan counts. 


Support for STV is a disinterested democracy. | am sure that once you 
depart from that, that you have no hope whatsoever. Mrs Thatcher 
has the power and she is not intimidated by what the crowd tells her 
to do, from all the newspapers in Europe. You see she has a good 
nonconformist upbringing which wisely tells her "not to always go with 
the crowd," as she puts it. Of course, she is stubborn and her 
weakness is she doesn't always know when to yield as well as when 
to be firm. But she is not altogether graceless as her opponents would 
naturally have you to believe. 


Good statistical projections for the Euro-elections would be helpful 
here. Because there are relatively few and large Euro-seats, every 
seat result tends to approximate the overall result. So if the Tories get, 


say, 40% of the countries Euro-votes, most seats are likely to reflect 
that closely enough, to give the Tory party most of the seats. For all | 
know, the Alliance could get 25% or even 30% of the overall vote and 
go unrepresented. And | do think this would result in a national 
scandal. No doubt this is what the Alliance is counting on. But it is not 
the part of the Electoral Reform Society, to act as a backup system for 
the Alliance, but to stick to the bedrock principle of freedom of 
individual choice thru freely transferable voting. This is what 
Conservative reformers and anti-reformers alike have got to learn, 
and what Lord Hugh Cecil, Leo Amery and even Winston Churchill 
knew. 


You have to have freely transferable voting for Ulster, anyway, 
otherwise Catholic candidates would have to appear on one regional 
list count, warmongers and peace mongers alike, which is quite 
unacceptable, | hope you'll agree, as the price for the Catholics to 
have a representative at all, with a list system. Lib-Labs 1977 
Regional List would have split the Catholics two-party vote. If it's 
wrong for a third of Ulster to go unrepresented, then it must be wrong 
for a third of Britain as Alliance voters, to go unrepresented, which is 
quite a reasonable possibility. 

It is also wrong that people should be punished for their tolerance of 
an injustice to them. In 1950, moving for electoral reform, Winston 
Churchill said: "My experience of life, becoming a long one, has led 
me to the belief that ill-conduct often results from ill-treatment. | do not 
think this is a matter we can brush aside or allow to lie unheeded." (7 
March 1950. Debate on the Address [Kings Speech, when Churchill 
was ther last main party leader to call for PR].) 


Yours sincerely, 


Richard Lung. 


| don't expect you to interrupt your excellent and functional ballot 
services business or STV work (provided it is STV/PR, not nobbled by 
a British Euro-list or the fallacy of pan-"PR"). But | hope — you may 
even be my last hope — that you will not ignore the following criticisms 
of the society. 


Last January a circular was issued in the name of the society urging 
members to support, for the British Euro elections, a system of party 
restrictive practices against individual choice and national cross-party 
choice. As | trust | made clear.... This went against the most vital 
purpose and meaning of my life and work as an electoral reformer, 
like the Australian ones, such as Mr Ren Degaris. It is against my 
conscience to support any such oligarchic corruption of democracy by 
a divine right of parties, or leading role of the party, as it is called in 
East Europe, and which even our own politicians flaunt their worship 
of on the media, safe from criticism that partisanship is not electorally 
all. Knowing it is wrong is reason enough to silence those who would 
electorally impose partisan conformity upon us, in this country. In 
conscience, | could not belong the Alliance because it would do so. 
And | cannot continue to belong to the ERS while it continues on that 
path. 


Robert Newland is a good man who | hope recovers his nerve, as | 
have, with difficulty, recovered my temper on this issue. But the 
society need only stand for freely transferable voting for British Euro 
elections. Especially since, without violating the European Convention 
on human rights, Mrs Thatcher is stubbornly sticking to first past the 
post (which, by the way, | thoroughly condemned...). Major Britton told 
me the society doesn't give in to expediency, when | once suggested, 
ina moment's aberration, we campaign for the alternative vote as a 
prelude to STV. Well, the society has given into a worse expediency of 
an illiberal and unscientific corporate voting — and the first time is 
always the hardest. 


For, STV gives electoral equality between parties, electoral liberty 
within parties and electoral fraternity across parties. Party lists and 
AMS give electoral equality only between parties but no other groups, 
by age, sex, class, creed, job or an infinite number of other 
representative features of society. Corporate party voting means "All 
voters are equal but political parties are more equal than every other 
social group”. It puts parties in an electoral privileged position in 
society. It makes them "the Elect" in the old dogmatic and divisive 
sense. 

Unless the ERS has nothing to do even with expedient acceptances 
of dogmatic and divisive, party-privilege voting systems, both privately 
and publicly, | cannot remain a member. They are the denial and the 
sticking-point by every partisan vested interests, under-represented or 
not, against electoral equality, liberty and fraternity, for any desired 
degree and kind of national unity in individual diversity by freely 
transferable voting. Who will stand up for the integrityf this principle if 
the English-speaking peoples, and you in particular, don't? 


Just as governments have ruled in ignorance of the societies 
criticisms and reforms, so (as explained in my unanswered recorded 
letter) the society has ignored every original idea or constructive 
suggestion | have ever made. Before your reign, it was partly my own 
fault for sending in premature work. 


[Editor note 1: The rest of the paragraph inflicts some of this fault on 
the recipient. It also complains that the society never made any 
publicity value of HG Wells on electoral reform. The end of the letter is 
missing. It's probably as well. 

The letter is typical of an abiding fault of mine, since childhood, of 
getting ahead of myself.] 


[Editor note 2: The European bureaucracy had a harmonisation policy. 
This included a projected uniform European elections. It was widely 
believed: When in (the treaty of) Rome do as the Romans do. It was 


reasoned that Britain, like the rest of Europe, would have to adopt a 
party-based electoral system for European elections. 

After their 1997 election vixtory, the Labour premier Blair, probably 
pressed by the secretively supporting Liberal Democrats, did dictate a 
closed party list for British Euro-elections. 


Nearly all the nations Euro-elections might be party lists, but they all 
differed in detail. By 2002, even STV was officially accepted among 
European election systems. 

"If hopes be dupes, fears may be liars;" 


Euro-elections harmonisation was a bridge too far, even for 
bureaucrats. It would have opened a Pandora's box of criticisms. and 
enlivened the debate on a truly democratic voting method. ] 


Electoral Reform Society, annual statement, 1979. 
Table of Contents. 


In 1979, Robert Newland and Frank Britton gave evidence to the 
medical profession, about proportional representation by the single 
transferable vote, in an at-large constituency of some two dozen seats 
on the General Medical Council. Before 1979, the GMC elected, first 
past the post, all white male GPs or general practitioners. 


The Society produced a special leaflet of NHS elections with STV. 
This is why there is no available account from the society journal, 
Representation. | had a copy, but the local SDP candidate asked for it, 
and | didn't take a photo copy. So, these elections remain the best 
kept secret in electoral reform. 


THE GENERAL MEDICAL COUNCIL 


Following the recommendation of the Merrison Committee (to which the 
Society gave evidence through Robert Nevdland and Frank Britton), legislation 
was enacted resulting in elections to the General Medical Council in 1979 by 
the Single Transferable Vote. In the English section 27,631 votes were cast to 
elect 39 out of 150 candidates. 


Ballot Services Department supervised this election — so far as known the largest 
of its kind ever to take place. The Single Transferable Vote System was 
immediately recognised as having rendered a valuable service to the medical 
profession. It ensured, for the first time, accurate representation on the General 
Medical Council of women and immigrant members, as well as various specialist 
and other sub-groups within the profession. 


“Press column" history notes 


Table of Contents. 


Our superb advanced level history teachers persuaded the local 
education committee at least to allow boys (girls were still forbidden) 
to learn modern history. right up to 1939. Our generation didn't need 
to learn any later, because we were bombarded with films of these 
dramatic events, in our own life-time or near enough. 


Below are a few notes on what were frequent examination questions. 
the endeavor was never finished, because there are no questions 
answered, on inter-war year topics. The notes are in press column 
format. They were written in my late teens. Whereas, the Press letters 
come from my twenties and thirties. 
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Letters to the local Press 
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Electoral reform 


Sir, — Leo Amery sald that 
the Howse of ‘“onymons”™ 
originally meant of communt- 
ties. Traditionally, twa 
merobers each were returned 
trom every borough and every 
srire. it the Boundary Com- 
mission Were allowed te draw 
up constituencies thal grouped 
voters into meaningful uniis 
these wovld be Zrestly unequal 
in the sizes of their electorates. 


—_— 


Autumn 1981. 


And If they all returned only one 
MP each the votes of the largest 
electorates would be worth a jot 
leas than these of the smallest. 


This could easily be overcome 
by Biving the constituencles a 
proportignate number of seats 
to the sizes af their electorates 
(as explained in a letter last 
summer, through proportional 
representation by the singie 
transterabie vote). 


But the Government has 
directed both that constituen- 
cies rnay only return one MP 
and that thetr electorates must 
he much more neariy syual, 
The result {s this country has 
nelther genuine equal or pre- 
portional representation nor 
genuine constituencies of recog- 
iwabie communities, One of 
Winston Churchill's famous 
aphorigma far this waa: ‘“‘i 
would rather be one fifth of the 
representatives far the whole at 
Leeds, than.one representative 
for a fifth of Leeds. 


Publicity for freely transfer- 
able voting (1, 2, $) In a Mexible 
Taulti-memher system Nas been 
minima] among media movers 
oC ptoportional elections. But 
those against change are even 
mere gpen to criticiam, for 
lying low and not criticising 
electoral reform, so that the 
appropriate voting method 
would become apparent to the 
public. Scushorough Prople 
Might take an Interest in the 
question of & new electoral 
system they are likely to be 
using by 1084. — Yours, etc, 

Bichard Lueg 


Sir, — Now, the Common 
Market's Council of Ministera 
decide on a common method of 
elections for 1983 to the Euro- 
pean Parilament, currently dis- 
cussing the matter. The British 
people may nelther know nor 
care an what ferme they will be 
allowed to vote, or evan to vote 
et all. The decision, neverthe- 
leas, could influence the future 
ot democracy. 


Euro-Parliament. For the 
Cantinent holds proportional 
elections only to satisfy a par- 


(lt order of preference 1, 2, 3, 
etc) the Individual candidates 
that the voters would moat like 


The future of democracy 


to represent them. This is the 
system, the single transferable 
vote, used by the Engilsh- 
speaking peoples. 

Individual freedom of choice 
enables STV to give propor- 
tlonal representation not 


gether, as when In 1979 the 
Generait Medical Council pro- 
partionally represented women, 
immigrants, and specialists in 
the profession. 

If Britain ia to hoetd propor- 
tianal Euro-elections in 
cammmon with its EEC partners, 
then, for the sake of electoral 
freedom, Brttain must use 
freely transferable voting. 


For the 1079 Buro-elections, 
the then Britieh Government 
only allowed Ulster, like Hire, 
to have STV. For mainland 
Britain, Parliament waz left to 
choose between first past the 
post and the regional itlst, which 
Meant one'a vote for a party 
candidate would also be for a 
whole party lst of candidates, 
whether one liked it or not. 

Partlament retained enough 
pride to reject this humiliation 
of the voter's role fram indi- 
vidual representation to uncon- 
ditional surrandar of one's vote 
to a party. The then MF for 
Bridlington, Richard Wood, 
now Lord Holderness, said it 
was an tnsuit to the Intelligence 


of the British people to dany 


them: fram voting in the order of 
thelr choice 1, 2, 3, ate. But, 
rather than abstain, he stil 
voted against the grossly unfair 
bonus of seats that first past the 
post waa to give hia party in the 
Euro-elections. 

I do not doubt that Mra 
Thatcher haa the kind of dater- 
IMmination that could easily 
secure electoral freedom of the 
individual, in proportianal elec- 
ons by freely transferable 
voting, aa against carporate 
voting for a party, in Britain's 
coming Euro-elections. But I 
ask her ministry to appreciate 
the nead to do ga. — Yours, etc, 

Richard Lang 


24 june 1982. 


Plea for 
electoral reform 


Sir, — Mrs Rosamund Jordan 
(Letters, last Wednesday) 
asked people to join the 
National Campaign for 
Electoral Reform. Why doesn't 
the Alliance here form a local 
campaign, holding an open 
meeting, say, once a month? 

In a twelvemonth the Euro- 
elections could make the 
general election seem fair in 
“comparison. No notice was 
taken of the highly erratic local-. 
government election results. 
Yet reform has sometimes 
begun locally. 

Not enough has been said 
nationally or locally about a 
just electoral method that 
meets the criticisms of both 
reformers and anti.reformers. 
~ Yours,ete, Richard Lung 


21 june "83. 


Electoral reform 


Bir, — An x-vole can meen a 
vote for an indlvidual or only far 
his party allegiance. But a 
preference vote gives the voters 
thetr individual order of choice 
1, 2, 3, ete for candidates. If 
candidates are also electedon a 

of the votes each 
{two members on just over one- 
third the votes each, three 


members on just over one- 
quarter the votes each, etc) tn 
multl-member constituencies, 
then the most-preferred candi- 
dates proportionaliy represent 
al] party shades of opinion. This 
system is known as the single 
transferable vote (STY) 
because the surplus of votes 
that a candidate wins over the 
proportion needed to elect him 
ls transferable to their voters’ 
next preferences, 

STV enables voters to prefer 
individuals within a party and 
across party lines, to show unity 
in national or local government, 
as wel) as party divisions. 

But electoral reform that 
gave the parties seata in pro- 
portion to the total number of x- 
votes for thelr respective party 
candidates, or some system of 

rtional partisanship, pre- 
lending to be proportional 
representation, would deny tho 
voters the effective expression 
of iInd@jviduai choice and 
national unity that the trans- 


ferable voting system, or 
“super-vote"', gives, 


This should be made known to 
and by the British electorate 
before the electora) system Is 
changed, probably after the 
next general election. Now thal 
there are three or four strong 
parties throughout Hritalin, 
hundreds of candidates could, 
and probably will, be elected to 
single-member constitusncies 
on absurd minorities of the vate. 


The coming town hail elec- 
tons, and tndeed the Croydon 
by-election — first past the post 
between three partles — should 
show the shape of things to 
come. 

Both the fHiectoral Reform 
Soclety (of which I'm a4 
member) and the National 


local branches. — Yours, atc, 
Richard Lung 


6 august 1983. 


New electoral system 


Sir, — A referendum on the 
Principle of proportiona! rep- 
resentation wouldn't let the 
electorate elect a new electoral 
system, but would only express 
dissatisfaction wilh the present 
first past the post, which we 
know E 

As well as for such a 
referendum, the Young 
Liberals could petition Scar- 

people to agree to a 
demonstration local- 
government election by 
STV/PR, the only system to 
give electoral freedom with 
electoral equality. 

STV. not to mention [this 
- town] could get national 
meaty the way STV has 

deen introduced = in 


English-speaking countries — 
as I mentioned in reply to Mrs 
Rosamund Jordan's jetter that 
the Alilance here help promote 
& local campalgn for electoral 
reform, which Is whal the 
independent all-party national 
campaign wants, all over the 
country. 

Thus the public may come to 
know the truth from proper dis- 
cussion of the subject, unleas 
the two sides refuse to join issue 
for thelr own reasons. — Yours, 
etc, 

R. Lung 


August 1983. 


Call for electoral 
reform 


Sir, — Nol even Sir Winsian 
Churchill could do much alone 
agzinst electoral Injustice, but 
€ven a fravp of local pcopie 
might weil put electaral reform 
on ibe map. 


In his opening speech to the 
1990 Parliament, Cturchill 
remarked on “the anomaly 
which has bronghi to this House 
of Cammens 186 represen- 
tatives who are retumed only 
by a minority of those who 
voled in their constituencies. 
Nor can we, lo whatever party 
we belong, overlook ihe consti- 
fullona) injustice done te 2.6m 
volers who, votlng upon 4 
strong tradition, have dcen able 
to return only nine members lo 
Parilament"" 

He asked the Government to 
set up a seleci committaa: an 
“the whole question af electoral 
refarm"” to “dake a practical 
view and give us ‘advice which 
wanld be a guide to future 
governments’*, Bui the 
Churchiilian foresight was not 
even supported by his own 
party, again. 


In 1983 electoral hyper- 





Inflation runs at Jm voles. lo 
elect or “buy” 2a Liberal MP 
and {m votes an SDP MP, This 
Government might pay some of 
the attention to ‘‘sound vates"' it 
has paid to "sound maney”. 


Oppenonts have nv. right to 
discriminate against Alliance 
yotes as only prolesi votes. 
They must take the present 
state of democracy they ore 
supposed io believe in In pood 
izith ar admit that our ‘"first 
past the post" sysiem doesn’t 
always allow the voters to 
express their first preferences, 
but anly.ia vate tactically for a 
second preferonce rather Lhan 
waste their votes. So X-voting 
shoutd be repiaced by prefer- 
ence voting, Ist, 2nd, 3rd, ate, 
order of choice, . 


Grossly unequal represen- 
tation Is Inequality before the 
(electoral) law. It challenges 
the basic democractic bellef 
that everyone has an equal 
right Lo justice, — Yours, elc, 

Richard Long 


23 august 1983. 


Voting systems 


Sir, — The Campaign for Fair 
Votes (John Harland’s letter, 
The Mercury, 4 October) seeks 
to give the parties parila. 
mentary seats in proportion to 
the votes their candidates have 
won. But the campaign warks 
for proportional elections (auch 
as additional member and 
party list systams) based on a 
party vote without freedom of 
individual represenlation, a3 
given by freely transferable 
voting (the single transferable 
vote}, The campalen has 
ignored electoral freedom to the 
voters, as well as falrness 
batween the parties, 

Thus, Mrs Thatcher's 
Government, pledged to uphold 
individual] freedom, has most 
seriously neglected it, by as 
stubbornly indiscriminate an 
Opposition to all proportional 
aystems, as the Falr Votes 
Campaign is In support of them 
all, 


The Government's first 
excuse from electoral reform 
was that the Alllance would not 
have behaved any better to the 
Tories, if they had been in each 
other’s shoes. Bertrand Russell 
Tightly said it is a mistake to 
belleve ln the superior virtue of 
the oppressed. But the 
argument of ‘‘you also’ (are 
guilty) is anarchic. It is the un- 
Chrisian and anti-social belief 
that everybody is selfish and 
deserves only to be treated 
selfishly. Thia would lead to a 
state of "war of all against all", 
making social ilfe impossible. 

The Government's second 
excuse Was another apology for 
anarchy, which said that the 
electoral aystam was unfair to 
the Alllance but that it could 
be unfalr in the Alilance’s 
favour another time. Absurdly, 
this means no need to bother 
about anybody being unjustly 
treated, because the wheel of 
fortung may always tur in 


their favour. 

The third excuse was that the 
Alliance had brought their 
electoral misfortunes upon 
themselves by trying to break 
the mould of the two-party 
system. Bul the British Con- 
atitution does not recognise a 
two or any party syatem — it 
recognises the basic right of 
parliamentary opposition to the 
Gavernment, (The Weat's basic 
claim to democratic civilisa. 
tion.) It does not say thai 
Government and Opposition 
have to be monopolized in turn 
by two political parties. In any 
case, two parties contesting 
single member constituencies 
still leave about half the voters 
unrepresented. And the state of 
practical knowledge has pro- 
gressed well beyond our out-of- 
date, Inefiiclant, and discourag- 
ing electoral system. 

Moreover, the SDP were 
blamed just because they put 
their commitment to 
democracy before the Labour 
party half of the two-party 
system, when It abandoned the 
equal or proportional repre- 
sentation of “one man one 
vote". 

The fourth excuse, was the 
Continental experience of 
unstable multi-party 
government, caused by PR". 
This is true, but it arises from 
the basle objection to their 
partizan-based PR systems, 
which Is thelr dental of the 
voters’ freedom of individual 
choice, The excuse doses not 
apply to freely transferable 
voting, which can give the 
desired degree of national 
unlty, in individual diversity, by 
preferring candidates, across 
party divisions, in number 
order of choice 1, 2, 3, etc. — 


Yours, ete, 
Richard Long 


E - 
29 october 1983 


Preference voting 


Cc. M. Wilkins (letters, 2 
May) asks Labour to step 
down, so as not to split the 
“‘anti-Tory" vote in Scar- 
borough, But split voting is 
the faull of the X-vote. 

For instance, a local 
borough labour voter can 
only give either his first 
preference (which might 
be wasted) or his second 
preference, as a tactical 
vote, if for the Alliance. 
However, a preference 


vote gives one's full order 
of choice, first, second, 
third. etc. This is more 
logical. Indeed, I can give a 
mathematical proof of pre- 
ference voting. 

What's more, without 
preference voting, propor- 
tional counting of X-voltes 
for a "party’’ neglects to 
elect the most preferred 
Individual candidates, 
whether of the same party, 
different ‘parties, or inde- 


pendents. That is why the 
single transferable vote 
(STV) which uses prefer- 
ence voting, as well as pro- 
portional counting, ts 
essential for democratic 
freedom of choice, as well 
as equal representation for 
equal support between the 
parties, to the extent that ts 
the case. 

Richard Lung 


9 may 1987. 


Transferable 
voting 


Sir, — John Harland's letter 
(The Mercury, 5 November) 
only criticised what he decided 
I had “suggested” (In my 
letter, 28 October),-not what I 
sald. But Mr Harland ignored 
that the only proportional 
system of elections that does 
nol deny — indeed greatly 
increases — freedom of 
individual representation Is 
freely transferable voting, from 
which many important 
advantages follow, if you want 
to know. 

Whereas explanations by 
electora) reformers themselves 
of how absurd the additional 
member system Is would leave’ 
very few readers In favour of it. 
Not to mention that party is 
imposed on individual choice by 
supporting party list voting for 
British Euro-elections. - 
Yours, etc. 

_ Richard Lung 


Autumn 1983. 
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‘Sign of 
democracy 
in decline 


The Labour Party con- 
ference recently threw out 
a motion on proportional 
representation, as the 
Tories did when they were 
in oppositon. A partisan 
attitude to the voting 
system is a sure sign of a 
democracy In decline. 

Having studied = the 
subject, I recommend the 
single transferable vote. 
STV elects the most- 
preferred § individual 
candidates, from the same 
or different parties, in 
multi-member con- 
stituencies. 

This gives the preferred 
government, whether of a 
preferred single party of 
some preferred coalition. 
Proportional elections on 
the Continent are merely 
with a non-transferable 
vote for a party, lacking 
effective personal choice, 
and that is the root cause of 
unstable coalitions, 

Britain’s system of first- 
past-the-post elections give 
Tory or Labour minority 
parties majority power, 
encouraging ‘‘elective 
dictatorship” that divides 
the nation. 

But are the people really 
asking for a more-efiective 
democracy? Chesterton 
sald ‘‘the democracy” has 
many virtues, but being 
democratic was not one of 
them. If so the public has 
got the politicians It 
deserves. Richard Lung 


Autumn 1987. 


True face of democracy 


Re Mr C, Wilkins’ letter on 19 
February. 

As J. F.S. Ross said in ‘Elections 
and Electorate’, proportional rep. 
resentaLion is not a method", but a 
principle. The question is how does 
this principle apply? 

In “How Democracies Vote", 
Enid Lakeman says of party-list 
methods of proportional represen- 
tation, used on the Continent of 


Europe: “All... have this feature 
in common: that every vote 
(whether or nat given in the first 
instance to an individual candidate) 
is, automatically and without 
further reference lo the voter's 
wishes, added to the total of the list 
on which the candidate appears. 
This feature is entirely absent from 
the system of the single transferable 
vote", which both Rose and Lake- 


man strongly recommend, 


This system gives voters a free 
order of choice that ensures the 
mosl-preferred individual candl- 
dates are elected. That is why STV is 
the only truly democratic appl- 
ealion of the PR principle, 

Richard Long 


1 march 1988. 





Sir, — Erle Twose (Lelters, 
last Wednesday) responded lo 
Sir Peter Parker's call for a 
representative and stahilising 
council of industry. I hope his 
lecture wil start a national 
moverent. (it’s too much ta 
hope for a local movement.) 


Many other greal men and 
women have had Like views: the 


Webbs‘ 


the Coles’ 
Churchill's =" 
parliament’, 
Industry”, 
REDC, 
“Parliament of Industry’, 


at 


lan 


Second chamber 


“social 
“puild 


Ame 
Peter 


Gilmour's 


parliament", 


socialism”, 
economic 
ry's ‘House 
Macmillan’s 

Walker's 
Sir 
“public 


——EE = 


Industrial forum’. Lord Hooson 
and Lord Crowther-Hunt favour 
a House of Lords more rep- 
resentallve of economic 
interests, H. G, Wells explained 
vocational representation in 
1920: 

They suggeat that a communily 
may with ddvantage consider ita 
attaira from lwo points of view — 
through the eyes of a body elected tn 
represent Lrades, Industrios, pro- 
fesslons, public services, and Lhe 
Uke, a body representing fumctioa, 
and through the cyea of a second 
body elected by Jocalitics to rap 
resent communities. For the 
members of the former a man would 
vole by hts calling, for the latter by 
his district of residence. Thay point 
gut thal the Dntish House of |orda ja 
In effect a body representing 
function, In which the land, the Inw, 
and Use church pre no doubt dispro- 
portionately represented, but in 
which Industriaiiam, flnance, Una 
groal public sarvicos, art, sclence, 
and medicine aiso find places; and 
that the British House of Commans 
ia purely geographical in lbs 
reference. IL has even been 
Suggested in Britain thal thers 
should be “Labour ra’, selected 
from among the leaders of Lhe great 
jadustal trade unlons, 

Bertrand Russell favoured 
this kind of elected economic 
second chamber, as doss the 
Oxford academic Mr Vernon 
Bogdanor, on the SDP-Liberal 
Alliance's canstitutional 
commission, While the House of 
Lords reprosents a medieval 
society rather than a modern 
Industria] society, It does not 
have the democratic authority 


to settle industrial disputes. 5 
the valuable second chamber | 
caught between reaction an’ 
abolition until it is likely ta b 
reformed Into a partisan roo 
for careerista and party piaci 
holders: the Tory, Labour, an 

Alliance foillea, respectively. 


There La a acjentific cane for i 
vocational co-parllament to th 
House of Commons. Th 
political parllament passe 
general laws in the Light of th 
political Ubeorles of the partie: 
as to a just society. Gut a- 
economic second chambe: 
would represent the specisi 
work experiences of all th: 
occupations, to criticls 
sweeping mensures as would-b 
laws. 


A vocational parliament 1 
needed as a conservative chec 
on the radical first chamber 
nol to give any class an unful: 
advantage in Llfe, but simpt) 
because aclence or knowiledg: 
progresses by 4 Conservaliv- 
check of the evidence on th. 
aptness or applicability of dee; 
or radical principles, And m-~ 
by the erratic radicalism ‘- 
Britain's timidiy unoriginr. 
left-righl see-saw legislaticr: 
The two Houses of Parliamet: 
matching political theory t: 
economic experience woul’ 
give democracy Its righli’ 
chance to work more actentifi: 
ally. = Yours, ete, 

: Richard Lan: 


1983, 


i et 


Industrial 
relations 


Str, — The SDP make arbilre- 
Hon & key to thelr industrial- 
relations policy. They cail it ‘'s 
fresh look" — but at more af the 
same ald thing! 

The trouble wilh arbitration 
ig Uhst it is arbitrary. There is 
Bo reason why people should 


3 september 1986. 


accept tha = daoclsions of 
appointed boards or quanges of 
Industrial busybodles. 

Only an alected economic 
parliament would have the 
aulhority af general consent to 
settle the serious disputes that 
rock successive Governments. 
It emild do much technicai plan- 
ning the Commons can't do fora 
coherent economic future. 

Before the last election, a 
Literal conference had the 
right Idea of such a vocational 
co-parilament elected by tha 
single transforable vote. But 
they shrank from this demo- 
cratic challange to ‘Britaing 
ramshackle corporate state of 
in-fighting between big power 
blocs. The Liberal-SDP Ali- 
ance, ag well as the other 
partles, could profit from Mant- 


_fomery’s remark: ‘‘It's not the 


‘eqitHés without the big tattal- ~ 
longs that are the second-rate 
nations, it's the countries with- 
out the dig ideas.’’ — Yours, 
atc, 

Richard Lung 


Crisis 
{i 

Sir, — Re your informative 
article on Falklands history. 
war and generous Joss of life in 
the Falklands can setlle 
nothing, because might Ls not 
right. Sorrow, bitterness, and 
revenge are the only result. 
When two nations disagree, 
international law Is the court of 
last resort, The Argentinian 
Government la used to dis- 
respecting human rights in tts 
own country. But if the Argen- 
tinjans will not recognise 
adjudication over the Falk- 
lands, probably because they 
really know they have more of 
might than right on their side. 
then it must be made clear to 
them before the world that their 
case goes by default. 

And il must also be made 
clear thal the responaibility ts 
with the United Nations to 
resolve that International 
justice is impartially upheld, 
and not aggression without 
adjudication, Britafn must be 
careful not to put itself in the 
wrong in this respect, as 
Argentina has done, since no 
one nation can take the law into 
its own hands in an _ inter- 
naUlonal dispute. — Yours, etc, 

Richard Eaing 


Government servants 


Sir, — How would you like to 
be prevented by law from 
speaking for yourself, 
prevented from appearing as a 
witness in your own defence and 
then criticised in public by your 
judges? 

That has just happened to the 
civil servants caught up in the 
Westland affair. They were 
gagged by tho Official Secrets 
Act, bound by the Government, 
and beaten by the Select 
Committee on Defence. Some 
career officlals might consider 
themselves to have been made 
scapegoats. We may never 
know. Authority has a vested 
interest in their never being 
allowed to say. Hence the 
Governments’ opposition to a 
Freedom of Information Act 


and a WhisUeblowers Acl, as 
pioneered by Sweden and the 
United States and taken up by 
most Western democracies 
except Britain. 

The Prime Minister claimed 
that allowing the Government 
servants concerned to appear 
before the Defence Select 
Committee would put them in 
an intolerable position. 
Apparently they were allowed 
no cholce in the matter. What 
but an Intolerable position are 
they in now? The select 
committee should have 
statutory powers to call 
witnesses, without an executive 
velo. — Yours, etc, 

Richard Long 


1986. 


Helping people to 
help themselves 


There are so many good 
causes, to which people try 
to bring public attention, 
often in your letters 
column. If one tried to help 
them all, one wouldn't 
know where to start. 

But I believe there is a 
way that each person can 
help everyone else, and 
that is by helping people to 
help themselves. 

To remove the injustices 
that assail private individ- 
uals and local communi- 
ties, people need to have 
greater control over their 
own lives. 

Other Western countries 
have passed freedom-of- 
information laws for dls- 
closing official information 
it ls not harmful to make 
public, They have devolved 
power by having regional 
Officials elected. Even 
France got its provincial 
assemblies in 1986. 

In contrast British 
Governments have insisted 
on absolute power over 
publicity of official infor- 
mation, notably through 
the Official Secrets Act of 
1911. Through this, they 
exercise censorship of the 
sort John Milton’ con- 
demned as produting third- 
rate nations of people 
forbidden to think for 
themselves. 


Also, British local 


government of the metro- 
politan areas is no longer 
by direct electians. In par- 
ticular, London is the only 
Western capital without an 
elected assembly. 

I agree with a letter to 
you that sald referenda 
could allow the public to 
say what it wanted on local 
or national issues. 

Instead, unaccountable 
organisations Impose their 
own solutions. A Bill of 
Rights could limit their 
power over citizens. 

Richard Lung 


19-1 - 1988. 


Footnote 


My letters were not generally of interest to my non-political Mum. But, 
after my letter on "The future of democracy" appeared in the local 
paper, she came up to the attic stairs (| was on the fourth floor) to call 


up, to me, her generous approval. This letter is only the second, in the 
above series. But | seem to recall that it had taken me quite a number 
of letters to get my mothers attention. 


Intellectual note 
Table of Contents. 


It may be in order to say a few words about the intellectual progress, 
or lack of it, in my younger self. My basic idea, which emerged from 
my further education in social science, was "Scientific Method Of 
Elections." It never received anyones permission to publish, tho it 
earned a UNESCO copyrght. It was only published, when e-books 
made possible freedom of publishing, prophesied by HG Wells in 
1920, but not believed by me, in 19771. 


Also, from my early twenties, | noticed apparent similarities between a 
science of elections and natural science, particularly relativity theory. | 
was not well-versed in this. And reviewers differed in their attitude to 
my drawing this analogy. 


One thing that held me back for a very long time, decades rather than 
years, was that | did not receive an education in the so-called New 
Maths, taught to small children, after | left school. This teaches the 
algebra of complex numbers, and their graphical form, vectors. They 
are essential to both relativity theory and popular account of quantum 
electrodynamics, as simply taught by Richard Feynman in the QED 
public lectures. Therefore, an electoral analogy with physics must 
contain a complex number framework. In old age, | did manage an 
electoral analogy with physics, in my most difficult book, “Statistical 
Relativity Elections.” 

This amateur or naive physicist is naturally shunned by professionals. 


This e-book is something of an STV-justifying companion to my 
manuals on Binomial STV. This is the innovation of rational counts 
both for candidate election and exclusion. 


Kristofer Munsterhjelm has given an example, in which a balance of 
election and exclusion keep values is not enough to determine the 
result satisfactorily. A definitive result would require a statistical test (in 
standard deviations) of how close candidates votes are to the quota. 


To make the counting easier for me to manage, the example is too 
simplistic to be regarded as statistically reasonable, tho logically 
possible. 


There is little doubt that Binomial STV would be improved with 
practise from real elections. At present, it may not be necessary to 
complicate my books on Binomial STV by explaining standard 
deviation tests of candidates votes from the quota. | merely note that 
this might be necessary, tho | doubt whether it would be, in actual 
elections. Time may tell. 
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